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By RICHARD FRYKLUND |in the opinion of the officials] the orfginal. informa 
: Star Staff Writer involved, but almost everything|thought he was doing ri 
A secret document was oncelhe told was contained in docu-|just as the lawyer did whe 
read to this yeporter by & De-|ments earrying . the highest|read. the classified docume 
fense Department lawyer who| classification. But where they right? £ 
was investigating “security| He divulged classified 4nfor-| what. should. the ‘reporters hf 


$s.” mation, but he did not giveldone with the information® 
‘Another time it was a Secre- away any vital secrets. That is one for worriers ab 
tary of Defense who read from| Non.-rlly, the classified in-|the Pentagon and its press ¥ 


a top-secret document. formation going to a reporter |lations to ponder. i 
In fact, almost éveryone in falls into this category. Almost) Other stories have armnoung 
the Pentagon who talks to Te- every Pentagon conversation |policy changes before the offs) 
even casually, at some touches on it. Many stories con-icials were ready or have t | 

ther gives out infor-|t@in this kind of information. _|some story in @ way calculaté&i 
oetatned in @ classi-|_, But there are other kinds of|to put officials in a poo? light. 
t. fom | These are embarrassmenté, 
¢ to say that all & me months ago a Govern-'too, but they do not damage 
of these “officials and officers ment official gave Star reporters | {he national security. ot 


sponsible. On the con- some of the information the 
are irrespo a esoane classified Atomic Energy Commission had How to Prevent It? 


learned about the new series of Undoubtedly some _stori 4 
ey 8S Oe nei Russian atomic tests. The offi- have hurt security—althou 
tion is cited here to cial. said that the Russians this writer personally has hearé, 
traordinarily knew, so why shouldn’t thejof only one. In that case at 
problem facing wit- Americans? "“jeareless official and an un-)_ 
the current House “rhe reporter did not attempt |knowing reporter combined to 
4° Tnformation sub- to answer the question them-|tell the Russians too much 
of the|selves; they took the question |about 2 particular intelligence 
Pentagon and the press. —and the information they had|operation. ; 
Pentagon officials, who will —to officials who were compe- How could that mishap have 
begin testifying Monday, may tent to answer. The officials been prevented? Neither thé of- 
say that the problem can be recommended that some of the|ficial nor the reporter involved 
solved by keeping reporters information be suppressed, and|in the unfotunate ‘cident 
away from Classified material. that advice was followed. realized what he was doing. Nei- 
.\ But this won’t work. About a week after the trun- |ther tighter classification rules 
Reporters and editors will|jcated story was printed, the|nor more freedom of informa-| 
im that officials are AEC put virtually the same ma- tion could have helped. 
. too many documents terial into a press handout. As with the whole “leaked se- 
and depriving the public of in- Soon after, a Defense De-|crets” business, there is no easy 
formation that rightly pelongs|partment lawyer invited me to|answer. 
ty Hee nublie Rit Ghis dogs pois office to answer questions 
py E77 ATES AOL EE -poout the story, which carried 


UD Be'7 EEE! 7 is reporter’s name and that 
bO°7~--62°E-6L 7 ‘504 ‘SN Earl H. Voss, the Star’s State 


rapa _Shog snbsaygooW Department reporter. 
: " as The lawyer said that th2: 
vson who gave us the infor- 
Fnation was a “traitor” and was 
disloyal” to his Government. 
m fact, he continued, anyone 
ho would pass on classified in- 
ormation was disloyal. . 
Then, to prove that the story! 
‘lid contain classified informa-| 
ion, he read from 4 report 
nalyzing the story. 
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